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MIRUTES COF MEETING
of
CALIFORNIA IAW REVISION COMMISSICN
MAY 3 AND 4, 197k

[os Angeles

A rmeeting of the California Iaw Revision Commission was held in Los Angeles

on May 3 and &, 1974,
Present: Marc Sandstrom, Chairman
John K. Mclaurin, Vice Chairman
Johr. J. Balluff
oble K. Gregory
John D. Miller
Thomas E. Stanton, Jr. (Friday)
Howard R. Williams
Absent: Eobert 5. Stievens, Membter of Senate
Alisier MchAlister, Member of Assembly
George H. Murphy, ex officio
Messrs. John H. DeMoully, Jack I. Horton, Nathaniel Sterling, and Stan
G. Ulrich, members of the Commission's staff, also were present. Drofessor
Stefan A. Riesenfeld, Commisslon consultant on creditors' remedies, was present
on Friday, May 3. WMr. Garrett H. Elmore, Commission consultant an partition
sales, was present on Saturday, May 4.

The following persons were present as observers on days indicated:

Friday, May 3

David Howard Battin, Staff Attorney, State Bar, Ios Angeles
William Kumli, Credit Managers Associatlons, San Francisco
Harcld Marsh, Jr., Credit Associations of California, Los Angeles
William W. Vaughn, State Bar Ad Hoc Committee, Ios Angeles

Saturday, May &

Ronald P. Denitz, Tishman Realty & Construction, Los Angeles
Dugald Gillies, California Real Estate Association, Sacramento
Judge Bernard S. Jefferson, Superior Court, Los Angeles
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ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS

Approval of Minutes

The Minuves for the March 21, 22, and 23, 1974, meeting were approved

as submitted.

Leglslative Progranm

The Commission considered Memorandum Th=-24 containing a report on the
legislative program. Actions taken by the Commission with respect to indi-
vidual bills are recorded in the portion of the Minutes relating to the syb-

Ject matter of the bills.

Research Consultants

The Commission considered Memorandum T4~18 relating to research con-
sultants and an oral report of the Executive Secretary on this matter.

Execution. The Commission authorized and directed the Executive Secre-
tary to execule on behalf of the Commission a contract with Professor
Riesenfeld in the amount of $5,000 (plus $500 for travel expenses) to cover
his work in connection with the preparation of a statute relating to enforce-
ment of judgments.

Partition. The Commission authorized and directed the Executive Secre-
tary to execute on behalf of the Commission an addendum or other suitable
document to increase by 3200 the amount of travel expenses that may be paid
to Mr. Elmore in attending Commission meetings.

Power of sale in trust deed and related matters. The Executive Secre-

tary reported that he had made little progress in obtaining & consuliant to

deal with the procedure for private power of sale under trust deeds and

-
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mortgages and other related problems. Arong the difficulties encountered
by the Executive Secretary is the lack of sufficient funds to finance such

2 study.

Arbitration. The Commission directed the Execuiive Sceretary to write

to the Arbitration Committee of the San Francisco Bar Assoclation requesting
that the committee supply the Commission with names of rossible consultants

for the arbitration study.

Reimbursement of Property Taxes Paid by Stanford

The Commission approved amendment of its lease with Stanford to ineclude
provision for reimbursement of property taxes paid by Stanford on account of
the Commission's lease. The Commission authorized and directed the Executive

Secretary to execute the necessary documents on its behalf.

Cooperation With State Bar on Nonmprofit Corporation Study

The Executive Secretary was authorized to communicate with the State Rar
concerning the nonprofit corporation study. The Executive Secretary should
rake every effort to have the State Bar Corporations Committee, or creation

of an ad hoc committee, authorized to work with the Commission on this study.
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STUDY 23 ~ PARTITION PROCEDURE

The Commission considered Memorandum Th-21, the First SBupplement to
Memorandum T4-21, and a letter from Mr. J. D. Cooper distributed at the meet-
ing relating to partition procedure. The Commission took the following action

with respect to the draft statute attached to Memorandum T4-21,

§ 875.110. Persons futhorized to Commence Rartition Action

The staff was directed to investigate whether community property should
be made subject to partiiion in light of recent legislation affecting the
nature of community property. The staff was also directed to give further
consideration to whether "co-owner” should include personal representatives,
recelvers, trustees, and the 1like.
Subdivision (a), authorizing a co-owner of personal property to maintain
4 partition action, was left unchanged. Money should not be expressly excluded
from partition. The possibility of itemization of the requisite degree of
ownershlp was deferred pending rescluticn of other related problems.
Subdivision {b), authorizing 3 life tenant or remminderman to maintain
a partition action, was deleted in favor of Section 875.130 {which was troadened

in its application--see below),

§ £75.120. Right to partition

LA

The word "clearly” was deleted from he phrase clearly inequitable" in
this section. The staff should also give considerstion to use of a word other
than "co-owner," which has various unwanted connotations. The section should
incorporate & balancing of equities in determining the right to partition.

The Commen® should be expanded to irdicate the types of consideratlons,

econcmic and otherwise, the court might take into asccount in determining the

sl
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equity of permitting partition. The Comment should also make clear that one
of the decisive factors in the zourt's decision will te any valid contractual

walver of the right to partition.

§ 875.13C. Right o Partition Successive Estates

This section, providing a right to partition successive estates with the
approval of the court, was expanded to apply to any case where partition is

sought as against a successive interest.

§ 875.240. Referee

The words "including 4 nev referee" were deleted from subdivision (a)

relating to appointment and removal of 2 referce.

§ 875.510. Contents of Complaint

Subdivision (c), requiring that the complaint indicaie all persons of
record or known to the plaintiff to have interests in the property, was revised
to require only an indication of persons who will be affected by the action.

The words "und for division or sale of the property" were deleied from
subdivision (e) relating to the prayer for relief. Subdivision (f) was amended
to require an allegation of the facts justifying s sale if the plaintiff at
the time of filing the complaint iz seeking a sale. The Comment should be

adjusted accordingly.
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J B COOPER .
ATTCRNEY AT LAW
A2 BANY OF AMERICA BLMLDING
1242 BROADWAY
OAKLAND, CALIFORANIA 24412
TELEFHONE B93-G0G0

April 30, 1974

California Law Revision Commisaion
School of Law

Stanford University,

Stanford, California, 94305

Attn: Nathaniel Sterling

Dear Mr, Sterling:

i make the following camments on the proposad new partition
legislation and I trust this will be in your hands prior to
the mesting early in May. o

875,020 co~cwnar should include personal repressntatives,
receivers, trusteas, etec,

875,110 Money or currency should be axsmpted from partition.
I was in the DCA on this very péint involving proceeds from a
condemnation. The law is very sketchy and money is partitionable
by its very nature. o :

875,220 should enable the refaree to apply for orders where
the parties will not cooperate and are hostile to the action.

875.240 should set up a fee schedule as in probate subject to
extra compensation for sxtraordinary services. The court should
alsc be authorized to fix a bond of the referes if required.

The court should be given jurisdiction to hear and datermine
all liminary motions, reports, accounts, and to set the same
for hearing on ite own motion.

.875.250 should allow the court tu difict payment of the various
employses - otherwise they will not perform their tasks without
assurance of present payment. Liens for this purpose are useless.

875,260 the court SHALL (not may) prescribe conditions of
sals or partition end i¢ chould requirs additional “"special
notice" in some cases where class interests may be involved.

This section should require the referce toc render to tha
court a statement of his intentions as to procssding in the form
of a report to be noticed to the parties and set by the court.
Unless this is done the court will not have any basis for directing
the trustee as to procedure. Such an order would later be super-

seded Ly an interlocutory decres.

875.270 *Compensatory adjustments” is meaningless. Are the
adjustments to be made out of property or out of cash of the
party compelled to make it? Some parties have no cash for this

- .

~ purpose.
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EXHIBIT I - STUDY 23 Mimites
Miy 3 and 4, 197k

875.510 ahoudd provide for joinder of all persons having
any right, title or interest in the property of record as shown
by a current title report or certificate or actually otherwise
known by the plaintiff, croas complzinant or answering defendant.,

B875.520. Joinder should be permiasible of all persons claiming
interest in toth the rasl and perscnal proparty involved. It could
ba considerable hardship on a person claiming an interest in
personal property only to sit through a long procedure whers the

main issue is the real property.

875.530. Is lis pendens jurisdictional as in gquiet title or
is it merely a convenience f£5r binding subsequent vestess. I
think that lis pendens should be mandatory and be filed within 10

days after fining the complaint.

875.540 should be delsted insofar as it stays the action
until lis pendens is filed, This would allow many deliberate
delays. The court should demand that lis pendens be f£filed within

10 days after filing the complaint.

875.610. The summons should be as préacribed in sections
749 at. seq of the Civil Code, Partition is also a quiet title -
action and quiet title action provisicns, rather than emminent

domain forms, should he followed.

875.620 should provided for publishing the summons without
any frills. Also the property should be posted within 10 days
after £iling the complaint.

875.630 should be eliminated.

875.810 (a) needs clarification. The word “conveyance® is
inappropriate. .

875840 is bad. There is no assurance that the holder of a
mapter lease will inform the sub~leasees, royalty claimants, etoc.
of a pending action. These persons ashould receive somes kind of
notice of the proceeding.

878.530 is bad. The court should compal joinder: of all
necessary parties and make an in rem judgment, The title companies
c¢ould not insure under the present proposed section.

B78,540 Sama Comment as in connection with 878,530,

876,560 should be restated. The transferrad interest veasts
in the tranaferme subject to the effect of the pending action.

879.040 is incomplete. It is possible that joint holdera of
of a condominium might disagree as to its use or sale. Such a
unit should also be subject toag&h.in partition



EXHIBIT I - STUDY 23 w7 ’ Minutes
. May 3 and 4, 1974

Beydnd the foregoing comments I believe the staff has done
a good job.

I have represented title companiea and tried property casea
for many years, including partition actlons. Accordingly, my
comments are based primarily onprastial experience which may
be of scme value to those who have not been on the actual

firinq line.
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STUDY 39.70 - PREJUDGMENT ATTACHMENT

The Commission considered Memorandum 7h-16, the written materials
attached thereto, and the oral presentations made at the meeting by Mr.
Harold Marsh, Jr., representing the California Credit Managers Associa-
tion, and Mr., William W. Vaughn, representing ths State Bar of Californisa.
The Ccmmission directed the staff to have amended A.B. 29u8 (prejudgment
attachment) and to conform the Cemmenis to the statute to incorporate the
decisions indicated below.

Section 483.010. The last serntence of subdivision (a) should be re-

viged as follows:

The claim shall not be secured by any interest in real or personal
property arising from agreement, statute, or other rule of law
(including any mortgage or deed of trust of realty, any security
interest subject to Division 9 (commencing with Section 9101) of
the Commercial Code, and any statutory, ccmmon law, or equitable
lien). However, an attachment may be issu=d where the claim was
originally so secured but, without any act of the plaintiff or the
perscon to wham the security was given, such security has become
valueless or where the claim was secured by a nonconsensual pos=-
sessory lien but such lien has been relinguished by the surrender
of the possession of the property.

The Comment tc this section should be supplemented to explain that the statute
does not preohibit attachment where the blaintiff has given up a statutory

or common law possessory lien by surrendering possession of the property
subject to such lien.

Section b8L.080. This section should be revised to provide as follows:

484,020, (a) At the time set for the hearing, the plaintif?f
shzll be ready to proceed. If the plaintiff is not ready, or if he
has failed to comply with Sectien 48h ., 0h0, the court may either
deny the application for the order ar, for good cause shaown, grant
the plaintiff 2 continuance for & reasonable pericd. If such a
continuance is granted, the sffective period of ary protective
order issued pursuant to Chapter & (commencing with Section 486.010)
may be extended by the court for a peried ending not more than

. e - -
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10 days after the new hearing date, if the plaintiff shows a con-
tinuing need for such protective order.

(b} The court may, in ivs discretion arnd for good cause
shown, grant the deferdant a continuance Tor a reasonable period
to enable him to oppose the issuance of the right to attach order.
If such & continuance is granted, the court shall extend the ef-
fective period of any protective order issued pursuant to Chapter
& (commencing with Section L86.010) for a peried ending not more
than 10 days after the new hearing date, unless the defendant
shows pursuant to Section L8S.100 that the protective order should
be modified or vacated,

Section L84.320. This section should be revised to add the feliowing

subdivision:

{(d) A statement that the applicant has no information or
belief that the claim is discharged in a proceeding under the
National Bankruptcy Act or that the prosecuticon of the action
is stayed in a proceeding under the National Bankruptcy Act.

Subdivision (d} of Section 484.020 should be revised to conform to subdi-

vision (d) of Section 484,320 as set forth above.

Section 4BL.3L0. subdivision (d) should be revised to add the under-

lined phrase indicated below:

{@) 1If the geferdant claims that the property specified in the
application, or a portion thereof, is sxempt frem attachment, he
shall file with the court a claim of exenption with respect o the
property as provided in Section L84.350 not later than five days
prior to the date set for hearing . If ke dces not do so, the claim
of exemption will be barred in Lhe absence of = showing of a change
in eircumstances occurring after ths hearing.

Section 457.010. If it i1s determined that the assets of an individual

partner may be reached prior to exhausting the assets of the partnership,
a subdivision should be added to provide substantially as follows:

© (d) Where the defendant is an individual who is & partner and
ig sued for his individual liability as a partner of a partnershiyp
which is engaged in a trade, business, or professicn, all of the defen-
dant's real property and all of his property which is of a type de-
scribed in subdivision {c) and which is used or held for use in
the partnership's trade, business, or professicn.
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Secticn 488.030. This section skould be reviszd to add the following

subdivision:

(c) Where a copy of the summons and complaint has not Lre-
viously bezen served on the defendant, <he plaintifl, or his at-
torney of record, shall instruct the levying officer to maks such
service at the same time he serves the deferdant with & copy of the
writ of attachmenc.

Method of levy generaily. The staff was directed to work out sppropriate

revisions which wouid make clearer the e”feoz of' a Tailure to give the rotices
required under the various levy pracedures.

Section 485.410. No chenge was made in the suatute, but the Comment should

make clear that the Commercizl Code dees provide eguitable relief,

Section 490.010. Subdivision {e) was deleted; the following subdivisions

should, of courss, be renumbered.

Section 490.020. The phrasc "whether direct or conssguential” was de-

leted from subdivisien {a). The Comment, “owever, should make clear that
all damages proximately caus-d by a vrengful attochment are recoverable, and
this may include such items as los:t of credit ard business losses.

Sections 492,070 and Lop.080. Sectian 492,08C was deleted,and sub-

division (e} of Section 492.070 should te revised ta provide:

(¢} A description of the praperty o be attached under the
writ of altachment, and z stutement that the plaintiff is informed
and belisves that such property is subject to attachment pursuant
to Section 492.0L0. The description snall sctisfy the require-
ments of Section 484.020.

Other issuss. The Crar=iszicn rlse car=fuliy considered the other issues

raised by the associations snd the Bar--including whsther there should be a
"balancing of the equitiss" before an attachment issues, whether a pro-

tective order may be issued without a showing of neeg therefor, whather

a plaintiff's liability for o wrongful attachment sheuld be limited in
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all cases to thz amourt of his undertaking, and whether such liability

may be determined pursuart to & simple motion vrocedure--and determined

that any further changes would ba undesirable. .
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STUDY 3%.120 -~ ZYECUTIOH

The Commissicn discussed policy questions concerning exemptions
from execution presented in the First Supplement to Memorandum 7hk-17.
The Commission decided that the exempticn provisions should forward the
basic policy of providing support for the debbor and his deperdsnts. Ta
further this end, exemptions shculd be grouped in catsgories so as to
minimize the effect of holding particular assets on the Lotal amount of
exempt property allowed the debtcor. In addition, the Commission decided
that the amount of the exemptions should be tied to some form of cost of
living index so that exemption levels will nob become obsolete because of
inflation. The Commission decided to postpone further work on exemptions
because exemptions from bankruptcy are currently being develeped by the

Cemmission on the Bankruptey Laws of the United States,

-10-
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STUDY L7 - ORAL MODIPICATION OF WRITTEN CONTRACTS

The Commission ceonsidered Memorandum 74-22 and the attached staff
draft of a tentative recommendatior relating to Civil Code Section 1698
(oral mcdification of a written contract). The Comrission decided that
the terntative recommendation should be revigsd to deleste any discussion
or provision corcarning the effect of the statute of frauds on contracts
which ars orally modified and that it should he made clear in the Comment
to Bection 1698 that the person relying on the oral medification will have
to prove the existence of the oral medificatien. Subjeot te these two
changes, the Commission approved the tentative reccmmendation to be distri-

buted for ccmment.

-11-
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STUDY 63 - ZVIDENCE

Evidence Code Sectian G99

The Ccmmission consicdered Memorandur 74-19 and the views of Judge
Bernard S. Jefferson coneerning Bvidence Cede Section 999 (the criminal
conduct exeception to the Phaysician-patient privilege} and siternative 80~
tutions to ths problem of the admissability of evidence concerning a pa-
tient's condition in a civil trisl.

The Commission d=zcided to drop the existing recommendation (Senate
Bill 1534) which would have repealed Section 999, Instead, the staff was
directed to draft z new tentative recconmendation which would provide an
exception to the physician-patient privilege where it is shewn that the evi-
dence relating to the rarty-patient's condition is relevant ard that there

i1s good cause for its disclosure.

Evidence Code Sections 1271 and 1561

The Ccmmission considered Memorandur TLe20 and the views of Judge
Bernard S, Jefferson concerning the relaticnship between the busiress records
exception provided by Section 1271 and the authentication procedures provided
by Sections 1560-15664,

The Commissicn approved the staff draft of a statute set out in Exhibit
IT attached to Memorandum 74-20 and directed the staff to prepare s tenta-

tive recommendation on this basis.
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STUDY T2 - LIQUIDATED DAMAGES

The Commission considered Mercranduwr 74-2C, the First Supplement to
Memorandum 74—26, ana Senzte Bill 1532 which was introducez to effectuate
the Commission's recommendsiicn relating to lijuidated damages.

After a review of the nature of the opposition %o the bill and in
lignt of the fact that zn amendment was made to the bill that makes it no
longer one that czn be recommended by lhe Commisslon, the Commissicn decided
to withdraw 1ts recommerdstion that the bill be enacied, to sugges:t to
Sernator Stevens thstl he drop che ©ill, and te give the subject matter of
liguicdated damsges furiner consideration when time permitvs. IL was
suggested that this topic perhaps should be taken up when work on recommenda-

tions to be submitted to the 1975 session has been completed.

-13-
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The Commisgsion coagidaercd Woiorandu.d To- 4 399 Var s Lhat memo-

randum relates to Ase gundhs 2EE0 and f830 wbLich wore incvoducsad to
effactuate the Commissicn’s recotiseadetions v+ lanlas o landlord-tenant
relations. The Cowudssion arnvoved Daw wiidusaty nreviocarly nade to
the bilis and direc:ies the Zwesucivn Seersoary Do reguest that Assembly-
man McAllateo make the aubsionco o0 tie follawlng sddinicnn]l zaendments

te the biils belora the »ills aze heard Ly che Senete Judleiary Commlttes,

Assewhly Biil 28350

{1) Section 1986 was ravizged co rexi:

1686. The pazrsens! proveriy described in the notice
shall eftiier be lest cir the vasated nremives or be stored
by the landiosd it a plawe of sl seping until the
land}ur d either releases the oreperty pursnant to Section
1287 or cisposes of the property pursuant io Section 1958,
The landlord soall ezercize amsmmh. care in sioring the
property, but be & not leble v the tonant or any other
owner tor any itm asl maged Ly ois deliberzte or”
negligent eot

{(2) Section 1387 vou roviead on Lead:

ﬁ._,‘-,;-,,-—"-f-«‘,: A c i i1 the

RV L A

Ao c

957 (&) The ;
notice chall Lo s former
tenan. oy, Wb : L ¥ ooperien
reascnanly nel;evaa v the ian lord oo bo ite owner if
such tenant or ¢ther porson pays the reasonable cost of
storage and talres ooseoarion ol dhe prar-F iy not larer
than the daote s_:;m’%‘s‘éii ne wr-‘w—* for taking possession,

(h) Where geiscar! proper inn ‘ensed pursuant
to sibddivizon (8 i “he Foticn rhofed that the personal
Droperiys vi z;o 0 $CT o8 peio sale, e fand! ford shall
release the porsonit prow '"‘s’ ¢ the former tenant If be
clafms 1§ prior fu He mo -".t i sold’ end pays the
reqsonalide cose of eterape. adi arkeing, wnd sola fpourred
prior bo Hie firae tae gooresty i vitkdrasen from sale.
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Subdivicion {4) of Suetdon 13EY waes revisesd vo read:

S S l’"iww *&%w & “t’;‘\‘ ?H&i;&‘h*\v‘ i‘-ﬁ«

Mf‘f Lai ,-gm“:.‘,me{zl.’_tiz:ggg Rt v f:’i aif ?'%E‘;Uﬂ

e the Jancflond rak i the jceved tenant
property w’-ﬁ”‘“ PO O rerniisey ater 4 fonaucy
is Ferminated, the lavdiord s ot fable withs respoct o
that property to any povson.

Asgembly Bill 283;

abandonment when the rert has bteen Jus

instead of 20 days &s originally recomwended by the Commission.

read:

{1) The lessor shouid be pormdived U

Notiee of Beliel of Abandoament

To

A

iNane of tessee oerg/fenant |

i Address of lesssa fewerdenant

This notice is given pursuant te Section 1851.3 of the Civil
Code concernirg the seal preperty leased by you at
e istate Ioeation of the property by ‘._t(idre.ss or
other sufficient deseriptiotn). the rent on this property
has been due and unpeid for 3 1< consecutive days and
the iesser Jemeordandlord believes hat vou have
abandoned the propecty.

The real nro*gfurtv will be deemed abandoned within
the meanine of Sectoe 19318 of the Givil Code and your
lease will term'natf‘ ON ... there insert a date not
less than 1% days after this notice is served personally or,
if mailed, not less thun & days ¢ after this notice is
deposited in the mai!) unless betore such date the
und(,rstgned receives at the address indicated below a
written notice from vonu stating both of the following:

11} Your intent act io abandou the reul property.

(21 An address at which vou may he cerved by
certified mail in any action for uniawiul detainer of the
real property.

] B

1974

sawo onotloe of helief of

and onpalid fur ar least 14 days,

(2) The form of the Notice of 3ellei of Abandonment was revised to
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You are required to pay the rant due and unpaid on this
real property as required ke the lease, and your failure to
do so can lewd to a court proceeding against vou,

Prated

e of e fesior, urford |

Ciype ar print nieme of lesses lessorfundiord )

{Address fo which lawee feswaferant s Lo send
itk

1574

{3) Subdivision {e} of Sectiom 1951.3 should be revised to add a

new paragraph (4) to read:

(4}

(e} The real property shall not be deemed to be
abandoned pursuant to this section if the lessee proves

any of the following:
£ w S #

4) During the period commencing 14 days before the
Hme the notice of belfef of abandonment was given and
ending on the date the lease would have terminated
pursuant to the notice, the lessee peid to the lessor all or
a portion of the rent due and vnpaid on the real property.

Sectlon 415,47 was revigsed to read:

41547 {a) Where the lessee hus ziven the lessor
written notice of the lessee’s inteni nol to abandon leased
reai property as provided i Section 1951.3 of the Civil
Code, the summens in an action for unlawful detainer of
the real property may be served on the lessee by certified
mail, postage prepaid, addressed to the lessee at the
address stated in the lessee’s notice of intent not to
abandon if such sununons is ceposited in the mail within
60 days from the date the lessec’s notice of intent not to
abandon is received by the lessor. Serviee in this manner
is deemed corpletod on the 10th day after such mailing.

‘) Where the fessee has miven the fessor written notice
of the lessee s interrt not to wbandorn leased real property
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. PP
Sdeary

ay provided i S / L ot filed
to fneliude Tt sact: noFce du odoross at whicd Hie lessee
muey berserved By cerfifiod i Vg e v aetion for pnlawiul
detuiner of the real properts. Je silimitions o 4 80008
For tnbawind deteiner of Hie seal properte mey he served
or Hne fesiec by ecrtified modl postyre pre aidd,
addressed fo the fesseo ar (10 iR same qckdress or
addrosses o which tae Jessor's notice of hafief of
shundonrient was addressed [ b potice was given by
sal? or (20 the weldress of dhe real property A rhe fessor’s
nobice of bediod of slandomneni Wi perscrally sery ed on
the lesseo. Sorvice may noi be rmade porsuant o His
subdivision unless the smmons is deposited in the mai
within 60 days from the date the fessee’s notice of intent
not to abandon is received by the lessor. Service i the
mnanner authorized by this subdivision " is deemed
completed on the 10th day after such mailing.

by () Thissection provides an altcrnative method of
service on the lessee and does not preciude service inany
other manner authovized by this chapter.

APPROVETD:

Date

Chairman

Exzecutive Secretary

wl7w



